Abstract
Targeting for World Heritage List (WHL)
Heritage is a mixture of all the cultural, historical components of the society and has a differentiated significance above all the tourism matters. Heritage is a unique component where in the tourism market; the travellers prefer to see different cultures and places with a long history.
Heritage can be seen as offering something more or different to both the tourist and the community. Heritage is significant to different communities, groups and individuals depending upon their value and attitudes and the nature of the heritage resource and is also significant in the future of further tourism development in the region. There is increasing evidence that costs and benefits from tourism do not accrue equally to residents (Kala, 2008: 66) . This deeper understanding of the historically contingent and embedded nature of heritage allows us to go beyond treating heritage simply as a set of problems to be solved, and enables us to engage with debates about the production of identity, power and authority throughout society (Harvey, 2001: 319) .
Rather than travelling to cliché destinations, unique universal highlighted sites attract many visitors. As all the nations place a crucial importance in their cultural reflection among all the other countries, World Heritage Listings become a list of pride where the countries compete to be involved in World Heritage Lists as well. A World Heritage Site is a place listed by UNESCO as culturally and/or naturally significant. Yet the protection of these heritages often remains incomplete at the national level, especially in developing and less developed countries. In noting this tough phenomenon of damage as well as inadequate conservation, the World Heritage Convention of UNESCO launched an initiative in 1972 to preserve heritage sites considered to be of great value to humanity. The Convention enacted an international treaty called "the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage" and began to ratify sites on the WHL in 1978. (Huang et al, 2012 (Huang et al, : 1451 Cultural heritage, as is defined by the 1972 UNESCO Convention on the Protection of the World's Cultural and Natural Heritage, is the complex of monuments, buildings and archeological sites "of outstanding universal value from the point of view of history, art or science" (Peleggi, 1996: 432) Creating the evidence-based nomination documents and management plan in support of formal submissions to UNESCO for inclusion on the tentative lists compiled by States Party to the World Heritage Convention (UNESCO 1972) demands in-depth research in order to establish 'outstanding universal value'. And, following inscription on the World Heritage List, continued research is encouraged within the wider context of protecting, conserving and presenting cultural and natural heritage, and giving it a function in the life of the community. (Darvill, 2007: 437) In order to accomplish in maintaining and protecting the heritage sites, for all the destinations and countries the capacity for adaptation is required as one of the assets. As a consequence of the greater prominence and recognition accorded to World Heritage, there is also a growing range of tendency and target in being nominated as a World Heritage Site (World Heritage Resource Manual, 2011: 1) . At the heart of this world heritage movement is the belief that certain natural and cultural wonders are the collective property and responsibility of all humanity, despite having vastly different historical and geographical origins. What is more, this movement has helped foster a unique feature of contemporary globalization-the recognition of a common, universal heritage to which all societies contribute (Elliott and Schmutz, 2012: 256) . The designation is considered important especially when attempting to create a cultural image associated with a site (Ung & Vong, 2010) . Some other possible benefits from World Heritage status are: (World Heritage Resource Manual, 2011: 10).
• providing an opportunity for the State Party and for the local community to celebrate the property as one of the most important natural and cultural places on Earth; • The property often becomes a flagship for the national protected area / site system, including a deeper recognition and better protection for heritage in the life of the community; • International interest in World Heritage often provides a stimulus for international cooperation and joint efforts to ensure the protection of the property; • Providing opportunities to mobilize funding and support, including from donors, and the World Heritage Fund; and • Providing techniques and practices for protection, conservation and management that can be applied to national and local heritage properties. Furthermore for all these nations with an aim of targeting to be nominated, it is commonly believed that being listed on the World Heritage List (WHL) results in attracting more tourists (Huang et al, 2012 (Huang et al, : 1450 . According to Su and Lin (2014: 47) , WHSs have been found to have significantly positive effects on the promotion of domestic or foreign tourism in some specific countries, such as England (e.g., Herbert, 2001; McIntosh and Prentice, 1999) , China (e.g., Li, Wu, & Cai, 2008; Yang, Lin, & Han, 2010) and Germany, Hungary and Romania (Light, 2000) .
In order to keep the historical values and assets maintain for future generations sustainable management of historical sites need to be accomplished. It is essential that an integrated holistic approach to sustainable development and management that incorporates the views and involvement of principal stakeholders such as local residents be adopted (Nicholas et. al., 2009) .
UNESCO world cultural heritage sites, in particular landscapes, impose several land use restrictions and consequently impact the welfare of various stakeholders (Lourenco-o-Gomesa, 2014: 64) 
Interview with the President of the Turkish National Commission for UNESCO
In this part, the researcher has tried to analyze how objective this nomination process takes place with in-depth interview. This questioning of WHL had been previously studied by Le´on Pressouyre (1996) , too. He raised his concerns over the Convention's application, the meaning of variables such as authenticity and integrity, and the extent to which the list remained valid, but the need for thorough research remains central (e.g. Pressouyre 1996: 33-7). Simultaneously, UNESCO's World Heritage project has been viewed as an example of international dominion, or more specifically, a Western colonial mission (De Cesari, 2010; Meskell, 2002; Rowlands & Butler, 2007) . Even the meaning of variables and the authenticity of World Heritage project have been questioned by some researchers; some academicians proposed a different view as well such as Reyes (2014) . Reyes (2014: 43) believe that created and diffused by UNESCO, it is of particular interest because rather than being the product of a single player or group, the list of sites is, in theory, the democratic outcome of a global debate on culture and politics.
In this study the researcher has conducted an interview with Prof. Dr. Öcal O uz, President of the Turkish National Commission for UNESCO on 25 th April, 2014 about the World Heritage Sites representation throughout the World and tried to come up with conclusion on the main reasons why Turkey has relatively low depiction in the World Heritage List.
Some highlighting points discussed in the interview are as follows: • Archaeological Site of Troy (1998 
Evaluation of the Interview and Concluding Remarks
In his speech, Prof. Dr. O uz mentioned that unfortunately there had not been adequate study about WHL in the earlier periods of the WHL process of Turkey. Now that there is a certain quota to apply to the WHC, even though there are prepared projects to can be proposed, there cannot be application more than 2 cultural assets and 1 natural asset for a year. Thus the WHL of Turkey is represented as 13 in total. O uz also mentioned about the route and series product. In historic towns it is almost always the value of group or collection of buildings that is more important than the architectural value of each building (Orba l & Woodward, 2009: 318) . Given that this "route" is a tourist product, it also generates a demand for an exact "identification" of the network and pressure for the coordinated provision of complementary visitor services, which may become a complex issue as the extension of the network or route stretches beyond regional or national borders (Romagosa and Russo, 2008: 60) .
Creation of routes and series studies can easily be realized in Turkey with the country's rich historical collection of sites and values.
The researcher in this perspective highlighted some suggestions for future proposals in WHC study. The integrated and sustainable areas and sites that could be recommended are consequently as follows.
• Caravanserais of Anatolia • The Mevlevi Teachings and Related Places • Architectural Works of Mimar Sinan-Master Builder • Ottoman Works Built in Fatih-The Conqueror of stanbul ( this could be further researched for other sultans as well) It can be concluded that improved site management, well-developed links with ICOMOS, IUCN, ICCROM in coordination with the support of experts in improving projects like series or route with an integrated approach may help to increase the number in WHL.
Future research, including the design of a series of small-scale studies, could also contribute to further amplification of the effects of Word Heritage Sites. For example, exploring the designation effects on visitors' on-site behaviors could also bring an insight for the importance of WHL.
